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APPROVED. 
THOMAS A. PETERSON 

AGENDA TITLE: 

MEETING DATE: May 17, 1995 

PREPARED BY: City Clerk 

Communications (April 26, 1995 through May 9, 1995) 

City Manager 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Discussion and appropriate action. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: The City of Lodi received a letter from Terry Knutson, on behalf 
of Cottage Bakery, Inc., requesting City Council's consideration 
of appeal regarding required fire sprinklers for buildings located 
at 203 South School Street. 

FUNDING: 
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TO: Ms. Jackie Taylor DATE: 4/25/95 

FROM: TERRY KNUTSON RE: Construction Application #8670 

Dear Ms. Taylor, 

I am requesting the opportunity to appeal to the City Council the requirements 
being placed on my business in regards to fire sprinklers for my buildings located 
at 203 S. School St. at the earliest possible date. 

On July 25, 1994 I submitted drawings and in writing requested from the City 
Building Dept. all issues and fees in regards to my proposed Cafe' addition to my 
School St. bakery (copies of the request and their response a mere ten weeks and 
three phone calls later enclosed). Based on their response and our analysis of all 
our costs it was determined we needed as many seats as we could comfortably fit 
into the seating area to justify a capital investment of $500,000 into this project. 
We developed our concept on that basis, submitted our drawings for approval, 
ordered equipment and hired people to execute this plan. 

Four weeks into plan check the Fire Marshall says due to the fact this project 
exceeds 50 seats (which was indicated on the plan presented in July) it moves the 
building into another code occupancy class therefore the City is now requiring 
me to put sprinklers not only this building but the bakery buiiding also. Why was 
I not informed of this major cost when I specifically inquired in July? This will 
require an additional investment of up to $30,000 and will hold up this project by 
1-2 months, which will cost an additional $20,000. 

I, with Larry Wenell, met with the Fire Marshall in regard to this issue on April 
5 to discuss his position. In that meeting he agreed this requirement is not an 
issue of protecting lives but is a local Ordinance that has been adopted to save the 
city response resources IF we ever had a fire and in reality no one was there to 
take immediate action. He told us he would review the plans in regard to our 
position and give us an answear the following week. We received that answear 
when I called 5/24 to inquire when the permits would be ready, He is requiring 
that both buildings be sprinkled. 



The code occupancy is ironic that we could have hundreds of people into the 
space as a retail store and 50 seated in the cafe and meet the code, but only 51 
seated in the cafe exceeds the code. We have been required at great expense to 
provide automatic, heat sensitive double nozzle fire supression devices on every 
cooking device with automatic shutdowns for both gas and electrical feeds (this 
cost $27,000 for these two buildings and is already in place or included in our 
current plans and budgets), plus fire extinquishers located directly in all cooking 
areas and located through out all working and seating areas, we have an 
abundance of exits from these buildings equipped with panic releases in case an 
emergency exit is necessary and all this is in a non smoking environment. If we 
have more than 50 people sit down in this Cafe we are required to spend $3Q,000 
in addition to the $30,000 we already have spent on fire equipment not to protect 
them but to protect my property. I believe this requirement which is new and 
now being phased in is a violation of the agreement I moved forward on, is 
unnecessary, a financial hardship, not cost effective and burdensome to me as a 
taxpayer and citizen. I am requesting this Council grant a Waiver of this 
provision based on the facts and good common sense. 

We planned to invest a half of million MORE dollars in this property in this 
declining area due to the fact we own this property and feel this is the only way 
we can utilize our property and have any hope of getting a return on our 
investments. It is our intention to build one of the finest Cafe’s in Northern 
California to complement our Bakery operation. While this has been our plan 
for many years it has been necessary for us to adjust the concept and increase our 
investment to make this a destination more than capture impluse sales from local 
traffic to have any hope of success due to the continued declining traffic patterns 
and values in this area. Our plan is consistant with what this Council says it wants 
to see in this area and it is being done without any cost to the City. To increase 
the costs 10% and hinder us with additional delays is counterproductive and is not 
in my best interest or yours. 

Sincerely, 

29 N. Allen Dr. 
Lodi, Ca. 95242 



Cottage 
P.0. BOX 1720 LODI W I F O R Y I A  95241-1720 PHONE (209) 333-8044 FAX 333-7428 

TO: Roger Houston DATE: J u l y  2 5 ,  1994 
Bu i ld ing  Department 
C i t y  of Lodi 

FROM: Te r ry  Knutson RE:  Pre l iminary  P lans  Bakery C a f e '  

Dear Roger, 

Enclosed are t h e  concept drawings f o r  an a d d i t i o n  f o r  a C a f e '  t o  
ou r  Lodi Bakery at 203 S. School Street .  W e  p l a n  t o  u t i l i z e  t h e  
e x i s t i n g  b u i l d l n g  used f o r  P a r r e t t ' s .  

Please advise on what problems i f  any, w e  w i l l  encounter  w i t h  t h e  
c i t y  t o  get permit approval .  

Please advise on w h a t  impact fees w e  w i l l  be charged as w e  are 
c u r r e n t l y  running our  f i n a n c i a l  a n a l y s i s  t o  see i f  w e  can make t h l s  
p r o j e c t  p e n c i l  o u t .  I appreciate your earliest  p o s s i b l e  response.  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

Ter ry  R. Knutson 
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O c t o b e r  4 ,  1994  

Mr. T e r r y  K n u t s o n  
C o t t a g e  B a k e r y ,  l n c .  
203  S.  S c h o o l  ST. 
L o d i ,  CA 95240 
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Re: P r e l i m i n a r y  Fees a n d  c o m m e n t s  f o r  B a k e r y  Cafe ’  

D e a r  T e r r y  

E n c l o s e d  a r e  t h e  e s t i m a t e  o f  f e e s .  

Also 1 h a v e  t a l k e d  w i t h  Mr.  S c h r o e d e r  r e g a r d i n g  p a r k i n g  a n d  
h e  s a y s  t h a t  w i l l  n o t  b e  a p r o b l e m .  

I c h e c k e d  w i t h  W a t e r l W a s t e - W a t e r  a n d  a s  y o u  c a n  s e e ,  t h e r e  
w i l l  b e  s o m e  a d d i t i o n a l  s e w e r  s e r v i c e  u n i t s  (S .S .U . ’S )c l i a rged  
f o r  t h i s  p r o j e c t .  

A l s o  n o t e d  on tl ie p l a n s  y o u  p r o v i d e d ,  t h e  e x i t i n g  f r o m  t h e  
r e s t a u r a n t  c a n  p r o b a b l y  b e  a c c o m p l i s h e d  w i t h  s o m e  
m o d i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  h a r d w a r e  on t h e  e x i s t i n g  d o o r s .  

If y o u  h a v e  a n y  f u r t h e r  q u e s t i o n s ,  p l e a s e  d o  n o t  h e s i t a t e  t o  
c a l l  m e  a t  3 3 3 - 6 7 1 4 .  

S i n c e r e l y  

P h i l  S c h r o c k  



NEW DWELLING: NO. OF BEDROOMS 

RESIDENTIAL ADDITION: NO. BEDROOMS 

5,000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

338 

329 

171 

173 

RESTAURANTS 

Type III - N 

BUILDING PERMIT FEE 

PLAN REVIEW FEE 

MECH PERMIT 

'ELEC PERMIT 

PLMB PERMIT 

S. M. L P. FEE 

CENSUS NUMBER 

437 

'ZONING PLAN REVIEW 

/TOTAL PERMIT FEES 

SQUARE FOOTAGE 

SQUARE FOOTAGE 

GARAGE SQ.FT 

PATIO SO.FT. 

TOTAL FEES I %10$22.61 

$25.00 

527.00 

$18.30 

313.10 

$125,000.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

ITOTALS 5,000 
~~ 

%125,000.00 

s80s.i~ 

$525.69 

$105.00 

S170.00 

$80.00 

S12.50 

s15.00 

$1.716.94 

NEW RESIDENTIAL S.S.U.'S 0.00 SEWER FEE $0.00 

ADDITIONAL RESIDENTIAL S.S.U.'S 0.00 SEWER FEE _%W 
COMMERCIAL S.S.U.'S 4.30 SEWER FEE $9,025.70 

I 

~ 

ADDITIONAL SEWER FEES - $0.00 



m y  12, L995 

8ub3act: Busineser Conal~t.fena i n  the C i t y  of Ladr 

Dsar Tom, 

X  en^ writing t o  you lrr ragsrds t o  m e  continuing escalating casts 
and contralo being lssgosed OR my buslneas t o  cantlnue to operate 
in t h i s  c i t y .  With Janet qune, Henry Rice retired end you leaving, 
P am loat whore t o  turn to t r y  a d  migrate the followlng list of 
prablenrs a 

I ]  My u t i l i t y  rates prohibit llls from operating my plant during peak 
production perlacla of 3 ~ 8 0  t o  7 r @ B  p.m. ds3ly due to a Peak Perlad 
pricing policy by the Electrical Departmnt. I am try ing  to grow 
my buslnsss but; cannot k In  production durrng t h e s e  perloda. " M a  
mkee no aenae. 

men 3 h f l t  t h i s  plarit fn 1986 you and Mr. Race came t o  us atad 
asked us t o  be godl  citizens ~ n d  suppart t h l s  C i t y .  I paseed up t o  
820Q,@W In rebaten fro@ P.G-6 B. for our Ice bUklder8 and stayed 
with the C i t y  OX: Laal OR the b s i s  rete relSef was coming for large 
industrial were fn f t o  2 years. 

x seet with Mr. Rice in 1989 m k b g  when t h i s  ua8 going t o  happen, 
he maid he was warklng on a propvaal end It vauld be i n  t h e  next 
mar. ft i s  llow X995, my electrical'bill exceeds 3159,8(b0 per year. 
1s I t  a fact: that 26% - 3@5 of that bill fe used t o  subsidize this 
citlea general fund? This is a ta% I never intanded t o  pay and will 
rpot continue ta pay. 

Ye ure currently etudying m y e  t o  take our plmt 1Wl1 off Line to  
t ry  t o  control these costs. Not b l n g  able t o  operate my plant 
cantinuelly on B datXy bee18 caete urn huge smunta of money clcld 
renders us wtcmpetltfve s f#x  unable to  meet our customere needs on 

2 )  The wlPPste treatment plant i s  mariftoring the Bolld counts in bur 
ClBachitrge from our Gchool Street Bakery and Production Plant. They 
intanci t o  r418e our costs due t o  the fect w m e  very little water, 
thus we have hAqh solld counts. We thought water conscrvatlan was 
II pslor%ty. Shall we 601W t h l s  problem by lncreaslng our water 
Uec? It will mave me woney.  

a t l w l y  WSf8. 

W-$;r-L995 13:sluB w. P.01 



3) Fly garbstge rates for Warch 1995 are es fall-: Lodi Bakery 
b679.41, Stockton Bakery 824a.W and Sacramento Bakery b218.89 anb 
my plant refuse cast wan ¶1,#52.63. La tnls another example of the  
City URIW i t 8  Industrial bese t o  sutrsMtZze i t 8  resldeattal 
eustcmers? It l a  to the detriment of i t 6  citj.nen8 the c i t y  has 
choaen t o  allow one fdm te control t h i s  Imrsimss. My Stoekton 
atore &ttea S@$ wre vofume than Lbdl yet my rate ie cmty 351 02 the 
cost due to having 2 cmgmnses competing for the business. The 
figures speak for theaaelves. We used t o  be abIe t o  negotiate our 
own rate6 but the c i t y  mny years am aecidled it n& the exclusive 
rtg?tt t o  control the mvement of  waste ~ C C O S B  C i t y  streets and 
decided t o  met rates €or us, the results ere not Fp3od. 

4 )  The Fire ~ r s t m l l  In thls c i t y  cantimes to be a problem to m e  
and Biany O t h 4 ~ 8 .  Be has #me ta my plant and stares and placed 
restrictions up t o  th?e point o f  requiring w t o  trim the  trees i n  
front; of my plant up f corn tbe ground aa  that UQ ever have a f Ire 
and there w s  sumom st8diw under these 
tress they mrslar nat kt able to see thsm. If you ever want to 
Understand the Zrustrstlan a l l  hruslness people L e e 1  with the 
Government ltntrwlon into our €ives. recactd the last sentence. 

it ie at nlmt  and 

m a  Fire UarUn811 wrote oime a l e t ter  on April 24, 5 wlseks into plan 
check, t o  inform me that he requlros aprmklecs ma it will take 
6 weeks for thts  portion to be checked andt t o  a31w extra ti= for 
resubmittel, IS thia $he LSPQ'ta or the 195Q'a. 1 received W l t h  
Department approvals fn 2 week. X can awwre you f regret ever 
starting thla project 8nd Only proceeded because X have deep 
f inencLa1 comfaitmnt a invulvw. 
I now ma h i n g  required to epnd lay t l m e ,  emergy and lacrrtcey t o  fight 
t o  be relimed of a requirement to aprinZtle my bullaS.nge on School 
6treet men f rrpscxflcslly went t o  the Plannlng Department to get 
definitiwe Coats on mat it  will take ta build my cafe in that 
1oca211on. Again, 1 relied and acted on the information given t o  me 
8Ni now confronted w i t h  addition'al requtrewnte and delays which 
will coat m@ ewer 850,WB m r e  than I nsb pliranned. 

When I brcwght thase concerns t o  your plerullng director h i s  
attitude was less than srtcautaging. T am very interested l;n how you 
and your staff pos5t10n yoursslveii in regard t o  solvtnq this 
problem in my appeal t o  the city Oxmcil. I will not play politice 
uith thla me! will present my case at the meeting Uhlch I have yet 
t o  be informed. X sent a letter on 4 / 2 5  in  regard t o  ths tsrfue t o  
the bcting C i t y  Clark frara which f have yet to recelve any 
reaponse . 
waltIng €or them t o  ha issued. I%y ccmpetltlon, Baston Chicken, was 
k w l l t  from the ground up LII 63 days, Less than i t  t e e s  t o  (hfet 
tenant Improvements approved t o  en e x i s t i n g  building. 

hiIdlw p?lXiit = f l C 8 t l W 4  Was fllt3d On 3/15/95. f &N 6t f fP  

P. Ef2 



53 ntg C i t y  Cauncll has cbcided mat #other round of Octlwntcswn 
16levital i a e t  Ion vi 11 off aet the continued pXanned rerout lngi o f  
8hOmlng trefIIc patterns nithln the c i t y  ttrom the old centrull 
buSLine338 dmtrtct to the new perimeter Lwtsed large ahopplng arede. 
It i e  interesting that we are zoned out of business we can be 
taxed back fnto prosperity. W l t h  wsfneee license tax  increases on 
One hand and aGBQ)rcemnt district trxes on the other the icclea tmt 
aovtng tram and w11Td3ng an Arch uLl1 increase my buslneaa ere 
not l crg lca l  ta m e .  I invested a lot of money to off site 
farprovemanta far downtown la  years ago, do you plan t o  have me do 
It again? I did nut kill downtown and do not f ee l  responsible t o  
resurrect it. X st i l l  belleve that my being left alone to inveet 
my lonefl in the plucba I choose t o  build my buslnass ie the mat 

ncigPlt30rs. To lnvcrst my limited capital into mvlrq trees or f i r e  
aystarPs t o  save the C l t y  response money Is no t .  

f have llstensd t o  the m p l a  af C i t y  Hall t a l k  a b u t  suaportlna 
- dlmmtorm W l  while watching them caneietently vote to cllter t h e  

unique character of t h i s  c l ty -  I dcm't hear well but I see real 
good. X believe whsn we 8- the  Rescue Hllesion donetltng their time 
t o  t t h  the trees bowntawn because the C i t y  does not have the money 
to do i t  18 Ilndlcetlve of the actual cocamitslant to t h i s  area. 

I am wrltrng you of my concerns in regarm tu the abewe and what 
setlan you w l l l  take on them. it i a  very dlfflcult for me t o  
continue t o  try and grw my busLncss UKI&BI- these cunditione and 
casts. 5 hear about th is  C i t y  wanting t o  maintain I t8  jab base and 
attract more, yet x continue to feel the interest  of the old tax  
base are brsinq traded for the interest af e new tog Wse. I wilL 
never trade M Old friend far a new one, but 411 indications are 
my best interests wlll be uchrvtni by becoming a new one somewhere 
else. 

aff-ivle th%W f C m  do for myself, By e tng lOytre8 ,  custonrers 

Terry R. Rnuteon 

P. 03 

TOlHL P.c-13 
P. 83 



CITY OF LODI 
P. 0. BOX 3006 

LODI, CALIFORNIA 9524 1 - 

ADVERTISING INSTRUCTIONS 

SUBJECT: Public Hearing on June 7, 1995 to discuss appeal from Terry Knutson on behalf 
of Cottage Bakery, Inc. regarding required fire sprinklers for buildings located at 
203 South School Street 

PUBLISH DATE: SATURDAY, MAY 20, 1995 

TEAR SHEETS WANTED: ONE 

AFFIDAVIT AND BILL TO: 

DATED: MAY 18, 1995 

JACQUELINE L. TAYLOR 
ACTING CITY CLERK 

ORDERED BY: 

LINDA s. NICHOLS 
DEPUTY CITY CLERK 

advindforms 



NOTIC OF PUBLIC HEARING 
Date: June 7, 1995 

Time: 7:OO p.m. 

CITY OE LODI 
Carnegie Forum 

305 West Pine Street, Lodi 

For information regarding this notice please contact: 
Jennifer M. Perrin 

City Clerk I Telephone: (209) 333-6702 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Wednesday, June 7,1995 at the hour of 7:OO p.m., 
or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, the City Council will conduct a Public 
Hearing to consider the following matter: 

a) appeal from Terry Knutson, on behalf of Cottage Bakery, Inc., regarding 
required fire sprinklers for buildings located at 203 South School Street 

Information regarding this item may be obtained in the office of the Community 
Development Director at 221 West Pine Street, Lodi, California. All interested persons 
are invited to present their views and comments on this matter. Written statements may 
be filed with the City Clerk at any time prior to the hearing scheduled herein, and oral 
statements may be made at said hearing. 

If you challenge the subject matter in court, you may be limited to raising only those 
issues you or someone else raised at the Public Hearing described in this notice or in 
written correspondence delivered to the City Clerk, 221 West Pine Street, at or prior to the 
Public Hearing. 

By Order of the Lodi City Council: 

n 

Dated: May 18,1995 

Approved as to form: 

City Attorney 

~ ~ ~~ 

J \CITYCLRK\FORMS\NOTCDD DOC 5/16/95 


